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ABSTRACT: This paper analyses structural changes in agricultural holdings in the Skofja Loka region focus-
ing on land use in the years 2000 and 2010. The analysis is conducted for the Skofja Loka region by
socio-economic types of agricultural holdings, and by territories with different levels of economic devel-
opment and different natural factors for agricultural production. Structural changes are different between
municipalities with different natural factors for agricultural production and different levels of economic
development as well as socio-economic types of agricultural holdings. State support for agricultural activ-
ity has mitigated overgrowth of agricultural land on naturally less favoured territories.
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1 Introduction

Over the last two decades, the agricultural research conducted in the transition countries of Central and
Eastern Europe has often been related to land reforms, policies and agricultural land markets (e.g. Csaki
and Lerman 2000; Bojnec 2013). In Slovenia, agricultural holdings comprise the greatest part of rural areas:
as much as 96% of the land (Dernulc etal. 2002; Razpotnik Viskovi¢ 2011). Their role in rural areas is mul-
tifunctional and includes the production of sufficient quantities of quality food, social role (above all
the preservation of settlements, cultural and natural heritage, quality of life in rural areas and balanced
spatial development) and also an environmental role (above all the protection of water resources, biodi-
versity conservation and climate changes; van Huylenbroeck et al. 2007). The competitiveness of Slovenian
agriculture is low due to unfavourable size (dominance of small and medium-sized farms) and the socio-eco-
nomic and production structure of farms (Cunder 1997; Vester 2005). The production structure is limited
due to the low production potential in the less-favoured areas for agricultural production which cover 85%
of Slovenian territory, of which slightly less than 72% are hill and mountain areas (Republic of Slovenia 2009).
The existence of agricultural activity of agricultural holdings in these areas depends on the State's sup-
port (e.g. Knific and Bojnec 2009; 2010; Slabe-Erker 2005) and provides the basis for the development of
other economic activities in rural areas (Flury, Giuliani and Buchli 2008), being simultaneously oriented
towards sustainable forms of agricultural production and the development of supplementary activities on
farms (Bojnec, Jurin¢i¢ and Vodeb 2007; Korosec 2007; Kladnik 1999; Klemenci¢, Lampi¢ and Poto¢nik
Slavi¢ 2009). With the accession to the European Union (EU), Slovenia adopted its policies, among which
common agricultural policy and rural development policy are the most important in view of agricultur-
al activity. The EU Financial Perspective 2007-2013 allocated a little less than 42% of the EU budget to
support agriculture and its role in rural development (European Parliament 2008).

The speed and the direction of change depend on the policy objectives and measures implemented
(Happe 2004); however, not all agricultural holdings respond in the same way (Wolek 2009).

In order to maintain the cultivation of agricultural land in marginal areas, non-production related sup-
port is introduced by agricultural policy (Happe 2004; Brady etal. 2009; Kropp and Whitaker 2011).

This paper presents the results of the analysis of structural changes in land management in agricul-
tural holdings of the Skofja Loka region with emphasis on the differences between 2000 (three years before
Slovenia's accession to the EU) and 2010. In 2000, the rules of the common market were established in
Slovenia, the state's support was mostly production related and the implementation of pre-accession assis-
tance (SAPARD measures) began. After Slovenia's accession to the EU in 2004, non-production related
payments were gradually established.

The analysis was conducted on three samples and sub-samples of agricultural holdings, namely: the sam-
ple of all agricultural holdings in the Skofja Loka region and sub-samples in view of communities or
municipalities with different natural resources for agricultural production and economic development as
well as by socio-economic types of agricultural holdings.

The research is focused on:

« the municipality of Skofja Loka, which is economically developed with relatively favourable conditions
for agriculture as it covers the area of »Sorsko polje« and

« the economically less developed municipality Gorenja vas-Poljane with a greater distance from city cen-
tres (local markets), with poorer conditions for agricultural production.

The research by municipalities or communities allowed the detection of changes and differences in
the direction and size of the land under the management of agricultural holdings also in the cases when
they cannot be detected by researching the sample of all agricultural holdings in the Skofja Loka region.
In addition, research by socio-economic types of agricultural holdings allows the detection of changes and
differences in the direction and size of the land under the management of a particular socio-economic
type of agricultural holding, reflecting the importance of agricultural activity of AHs for its survival
(Kovaci¢ 1996; Frenkel and Rosner 1999; Wolek 2009).

2 Method

An agricultural holding is defined as a household with a farm, which complies with the criteria of a com-
parable farm in Europe. In the frame of this research, we classified socio-economic types of farms after
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Kovaci¢ (1996) with a variation: due to our noticing the significance of a supplementary activity on a farm
we subdivide mixed and supplementary farms into mixed farms, supplementary farms and aged farms/farms
in abandonment. The data on the land areas managed by agricultural holdings in the Skofja Loka region
were collected for the population of AHs during the state's statistical censuses registering of farms (agri-
culture) in the years 2000 and 2010 (Dernulcetal. 2002; SORS 2010). The analyses of the changes in arithmetic
means of the area of the land managed by agricultural holdings in the years 2000 and 2010 or between
the two municipalities by socio-economic types of agricultural holdings are conducted by means of a t-test
and the programme Statistical Package for the Social Sciences. The acceptable level of risk amounts to 5%.
We define the socio-economic type of AH population based on (like Kovaci¢ 1996 and Udovi¢, Kovadic
and Kramaric¢ 2006) the employment status of the agricultural holding core. Land in agricultural holding
managing is all the land used by an agricultural holding and is divided into forest, infertile land and agri-
cultural land. Agricultural land includes agricultural land in use, overgrown agricultural land or such land
in the process of becoming overgrown and other uncultivated agricultural land. Agricultural land in use
includes private and hired agricultural land in use and is further subdivided into fields and gardens, orchards,
vineyards, and meadows and pastures (Dernulc et al. 2002).

3 Results

In the Skofja Loka region the number of agricultural holdings decreased by 7% in the period between 2000
and 2010, which is two times less than the average for agricultural holdings in the Republic of Slovenia,
which decreased by 14%; Kutin Slatnar etal. 2012) and more than three times less than the EU average,
which decreased by 27% or by 19.8%, excluding Malta for the period 2003-2010 (Eurostat 2011). The decrease
in the number of agricultural holdings between 2000 and 2010 differs in the municipality of Skofja Loka (-9%)
and the community of Gorenja vas-Poljane (-5%). The number of commercial farms (pure, mixed and
supplementary farms) slightly increased in the municipality of Skofja Loka (+49%) and decreased in the com-
munity of Gorenja vas-Poljane (-4%). The number of supplementary farms increased, while the number
of mixed farms and farms in abandonment decreased (Table 1). Farms in abandonment exit the sector
twice as fast in the area of the municipality of Skofja Loka than in the area of the community of Gorenja
vas-Poljane.

Most of the land in the region of Skofja Loka is managed by agricultural holdings. In 2000, agricultur-
al holdings composed 69% of the surface area in the municipality of Skofja Loka and in community Gorenja
vas-Poljane they composed 66% in 2010. The average area managed by agricultural holdings was 19.2 ha,
of which slightly over 61% was forest (12 ha), 38% agricultural land (7.31 ha) and 0.9% (0.17 ha) infertile
agricultural land. Between 2000 and 2010, the area of infertile land reduced statistically significantly in
agricultural holding population, in agricultural holdings by municipalities or communities and in all
socio-economic types except mixed farms.

3.1 Forest area managed by agricultural holdings

In 2010 agricultural holdings composed 122 km? of forest, while in 2000 they composed slightly over 3%
less. In comparison to 2000, the average forest area in agricultural holdings in 2010 statistically signifi-
cantly increased in supplementary farms, while it decreased in pure and mixed farms and in farms in
abandonment (Table 1).

3.2 Agricultural land

In the year 2000, agricultural holdings composed slightly less than 7.2 ha of agricultural land on average,
which is by one fifth higher than the average value of AHs in Slovenia (5.9 ha; Dernulcetal. 2002). The total
area of agricultural land in use decreased by 7% in agricultural holdings in the Skofja Loka region between
the years 2000 and 2010, due to, above all, the reduction of the area managed by the farms in abandon-
ment and aged farms (-657 ha); however, with commercial farms it increased (+ 289 ha). The average area
of agricultural land of agricultural holdings increased statistically significantly just with the agricultural
holdings in the municipality of Skofja Loka, due to, above all, abandonment of agricultural production with

62



‘0L0Z PUe 0007 SIeak 3y} Ui sasnsua) [eany|naLibe Jo saseq e1ep ay} Woy UOLIR[nJ[ed UMO PUR BIUIAOIS JO J1|GNday 3y} JO DI [BINSIIS 320G

Acta geographica Slovenica, 55-1, 2015

00 60C 600— L10- L10 60 e 10— 800 il vL0 0Le- 4 (v-g) Dduasyiq

LC0 Lo SLEL 4% oSt 6£CL €L (@) oLoe

950 0€0 LE0L eLroL 9yl 6091 19 (v) 000z suey paby
00 5l 600~ 0L0— €00 6l- S 9¢€'S 0ro 60— 8T v9Y 6(C (v-g) Duaiyiq

SC0 8L0 SC0C v6'LT 95t L£0¢g y9C (@ oLoe Sullej

vE0 8C0 eLyl 8591 L6l L0'9C 9 () 0002 Areyuawsa|ddng
000 0t SE0— S00- 000 6£'¢ 99— 68'1— 000 e €L IS 8- (v-g) 2uaiyiq

910 o 9L 519 eLroL €801 9¢y () oLoz Jusuuopueqe uf

LE0 L10 66 708 98l (123 8Ls () 0007 sulie
670 00 810~ 000 000 Sy #li& 99— 000 00¢ 8ee— 00— 8- (v-) duaRyiq

€0 €co 1678 /4] gLl 9/l gl (9)oLoe

LS0 74l] Lrel geel €Sl 91 LL€ (v) 0007 SULIe} paXIy -
€00 €6l 9¢0— eLo— 100 £5°C 0Ce- &S 100 0S¢ L= 9E9= 8l (V-g) Duasayiq ©

LT0 970 €9°€L €691 8Ll 0C0¢ i (@) oLoe

€90 6£0 €89l Slee 90'0¢ 95°9¢ 0L (v) 000¢ SWiej aing
000 i 6L'0— L00— 9¢0 9¢0— 78t 8€0 5C0 890~ e 580 = (v-g) Dduasylq eY07 eljoxs Jo

SC0 8l0 S0°8L S6Cl 95°0¢ SLoz LSy (@) oLoe Aufedpiunw ay) uy

Al SC0 Lyl AL vELL 0¢6l 667 (¥) 000z sbutpjoy jeinynouby
200 07 w0~ W0-  ST0 990~ 280 €0 o 0 860 6U0- 60— (@) duag  aueljog ser-eluaion

€0 910 8Ll 0ctl 1651 05'8L 195 (9)0L0z o Ayunuwiwod ays uy

S0 0C0 9901 LLOL €SSl 6981 065 (¥) 000z sbutpjoy jeimyjnouby
000 ¢ 0C0- S00- 900 90— LETC 6£0 9¢0 9¢0— 8L1 LT0 L= (v-g) 2ualayiq

700 L10 18l 66'LL 918l rCel 8L0'L (g) 0oz

wo 700 w09l 8E9L /681 6801 (¥) 000z uopeindog

(anjea-d) uoneinp  uedw  (anfea-d) uopeinp  ueaw  (anje-d) uoneindp  ueaw  sbuipjoy
ASIYSIY  SISHEIS-]  pIEPURIS  DUIWYIMY  PAI|NSlY  SUSHEIS-]  pIepuRls  JNBWUILY  [PAS[YSlY  SINSHRIS-]  pIepuBlS  dBwyly  [eanyynaLibe
0 J3qun
(ey) puej ajaju| (ey) 152104 (ey) [e301 ur puey O

‘010 pue 00Oz sieak 3y ul sbuipjoy einyjnoube Aq pabeuew puer | 3jqe




*0L0Z PUe 0007 SIPaA 3y U S3snsua) [eanyjnaLibe Jo Saseq e1ep ) WL UOIR]NJ[RI UAO PUe BIUIAOIS JO J1jqnday 3y Jo 210 [INSILIS :3dN05

Kristina Knific, Stefan Bojnec, Structural changes in land use of agricultural holdings in hilly rural areas

500 651 Ui= STl 500 o1 gyl— 50— 100 057 1= 08°0- U (¥—9) 2u3ipIq

8'e L7y 80 910 580 8l'0 9 (g) 0107

94 99°G 154 890 o't 860 19 (v) 0007 suwey paby
pE0 170 0S1— 50— 500 bl 68— 81— 800 wl L6v— 19— 600 (y—9) duasylg

86' 98 91 960 9,1 wo 97 (g) 010t sy

8L 176 759 Al 99 €07 g€ () 000¢ Areyuawa|ddng
110 760 510 [T0- 510 bO'L 510 800 000 67 600 570~ 8- (y-9) duarylg

65y (14 el wo €l 4] 9¢p (9) 0107 1uauuopuege u)

4z 6L 6Ll 0£0 9%l 87’0 81§ (v) 0007 swiey
00 81— 651 080 100 857 SL0- wo- 000 1S 80— Sv0- vz~ (v—9) duaiylg

[£9 193 50 ) %50 L0 4l (g) 0L0C

867 108 0cl 50 8¢l 650 1L (¥) 0002 igpN
€70 €0 90— 80— 0o 6l - U0~ 900 Sil 56¢— 60— 8l (¥—9) 2uaipIq 2

8 8L¢l L1 4] (94 170 w (g) 0107

606 vl 16§ 60 09 9¢'] voL (V) 0007 Suiiey aing
00 6L1— 6l 90 €10 bl 80—  L00- 000 5y 920~ 600- - (y-9) duasylg 2y07 efjoxg Jo

w9 4V 690 7o €80 510 [SY (@ol0z  Aupedpunwayy uy

¢y 8’9 160 610 60'L w0 667 (¥) 000z sbuipjoy fenynouby
920 90 €0- S0~ 00 4 ¢Gl- €0 000 10°€ €l 60— 60— (y-g) duamylg  3ueljod-seaeluion

8’9 i 9.1 €0 L6l 6£0 195 (g)0t0z  Jofnunwuwoday uy

189 wt 60€ 890 e 880 065 (¥) 000z sbuipjoy jenynouby
(70 190-  8€0 910 100 ET - 000 000 wy ul- 0v0- L[~ (v—§)duaiyig

969 Le/ 6¢'L 570 1y 870 80’ (g) 010t

86 Wi 51 50 597 890 6801 (¥) 0007 uonendog

(anjea-d) uopeip  ueaw  (anjea-d) uolyeIA3p ueaw (anjea-d) UoneIASP ueaw sbuipjoy
PAISY  SNSHRIS-]  pIepURIS DAWILY ANl SUSHeIS-]  pIepUR)S  JNAWUILY  [A3]Sly  SUSHeIS-l  piepuelS WGy - [einyjnojibe

J0 BqUINN
(ey) pue| [eimynpiby (ey) puef jpanymube buimoibiang (ey) puej [eanynoLbe pateAnnIUN

‘0L0Z PUB 0007 SIP3k 3y3 Ul pue| [einyndube BuimoiBian0 pue asn ul pue| [eAnyjndube pajeAlnaun ‘puej [einyniiby ¢ ajqe|




Acta geographica Slovenica, 55-1, 2015

“0L0Z PUe 00Q7 S1eak 3y} ul sasnsuad eanyjnati6e Jo S3seq e1ep ay} Lok UOIIR[NI]Bd UMO PUe BIUIAOIS J0 d1qnday 3y J0 D10 [BINSHLIS :3)In0S

010 8C'L LC0- LL0- 00 'l = 06'0- 500 LS LE1— (Ul 4} (V—9) 2uaipiq

0v'0 600 78T 8¢ L6 S6°¢ €L (9)oLot

190 00 90 LY 8y L6V L9 () 000z suuey paby
00 66'1— o'l 7e0 €0 870~ 60 LE0 610 680~ LSl L0 60C (V=9) 2uaipiq

@'l 090 0c's £5it: LS AR’ v9C (g) 010t Suliey

SL0 9c0 9y D0k SCy A 42 (V) 000z Areawajddng
€00 ;81 €C0- io- €00 @8l LL0- Al 100 e SC0- 950~ 78— (v—g) duaiyig

980 920 [5€ 07 eLe 334 9¢y (g)otoz Justuuopueqe Ul

60'L 80 vLe LSy 86'¢ 68 8LS (v) 000z SULe
000 Q- Al 690 9¢0 960~ 860 610 800 wl— 691 680 8v7—  (v—g) duany(g

09°C LEL s i 0€9 758 1441 (9) 010z

8yl 90 1494 €0'. L9 9L LLE (v) 0007 SULIe} paXiy
600 - AN vL0 500 9l 8L0 0cl- €0 80 86'1 S0 8l (¥—9) a2uaipiq

8L L5C €96 €001 80'8 09l il (8) 0L0¢

19°¢ 8L 'S eCll 019 S0°EL 0L (v) 0002 SUiej aing
700 6L1— 6610 50 800 L= 00°L 43 500 vol= s 50 = (v=g) duaiyiq 2§07 eljoys Jo

59 980 667 009 909 98°9 LSy (8) 010 Aujediiunu aus ut

951 190 66'¢ 89°G 85y 609 667 (V) 000z sbuipjoy jeimyjnouby
340} eL0- ¥E0 800 LL0 SCl 0L0- 8E0— 610 980 870 600~ 67— (y-g)ualyiq  auefjog-sen efuaon

80°C 790 667 0L'9 %S L9 19S (@0L0z  Johuunwwoday uy

VLl 950 60S 879 148 v0'L 065 (V) 000z  sbulpjoy feanynouby
700 ) 90 910 070 vC0 €0 500— €e0 &0- 060 Lo L= (v—§) uaiyq

0 7L0 667 909 86'S 089 8LO'L (g) 010t

91 850 9y L9 80° 699 680’1 (V) 000¢ uonejndod

(3njea-d) uopeinap - ueaw (anjea-d) uoeirsp ueaw (3nfea-d) UoljeIASp ueaw sbuipjoy
[AJ[YSIY  SINSHLIS-1  pIepuelS  DIBWUYMY 93] Y SSHeIS-1 - plepuelg BUWUILY (DA Sy SNSHRIS-1  plepuels  dIWYIY  [eannoube

pased)

umQ

[e1o]

(ey) asn uj pue| [eanyynouby

J0JqUInN

‘0L0Z PUB 00T S183K 33 I SN Ul pue| [eInynoube pases] pue paumq :€ 3jqe|

65




Kristina Knific, Stefan Bojnec, Structural changes in land use of agricultural holdings in hilly rural areas

the farms in abandonment (abandonment of agricultural production) and the reduction of the area in the aged
farms (Table 2).

Overgrowing agricultural land amounted to 6.8% of all agricultural land managed by agricultural hold-
ings or 0.45 ha per agricultural holding in the year 2000, which is 1.3 times less than the Slovenian average
(Dernulcetal. 2002); however, in the year 2010 its average area almost halved. The average area of over-
growing agricultural land decreased statistically significantly with agricultural holdings, with mixed and
supplementary farms as well as with aged farms, in the community of Gorenja vas-Poljane (Table 2). This
is due to the state's support related to the units of area payments.

The percentage of infertile land managed by agricultural holdings was lower in 2010 than in 2000 with
the population of agricultural holdings by municipalities and by socio-economic types, with the excep-
tion of mixed farms (Table 2).

The average area of agricultural land in use totalled 6.7 ha per agricultural holding in the year 2000,
which is slightly more than 13% higher than the Slovenian average (5.9 ha; Dernulc et al. 2002). During
the years 2000 and 2010, the average area of agricultural land in use increased statistically significantly
by 10% in agricultural holdings in the municipality of Skofja Loka, due to, above all, abandonment of agri-
cultural production on farms in abandonment and the reduction in the area of agricultural land in use
with aged farms and farms in abandonment (Table 3). A greater average area of the leased agricultural land
in use with the population of AHs in the year 2010, compared to the year 2000, resulted from a bigger area
of the leased agricultural land in use with agricultural holdings in the municipality of Skofja Loka or a greater
area of the leased agricultural land in use of commercial farms; however, the average leased area of agri-
cultural land in use decreased with non-commercial farms (Table 3). Agricultural holdings in the municipality
of Skofja Loka composed almost 6 times greater an area of fields (1.8 ha/agricultural holding), and agri-
cultural holdings in the community Gorenja vas-Poljane composed a fourth bigger area of permanent meadows
and pastures.

During the years 2000 and 2010 there were changes in agricultural holdings in the area of agricultur-
alland in uses by the agricultural land in use classes in the polarization of the growth in the size of agricultural
holdings by the area of agricultural land in use in two directions: a group of relatively big commercial farms
(agricultural Jand in use above 15 ha) and a group of smaller farms (agricultural land in use 3-5ha). The rea-
sons are ascribed, beside the abandoning of agricultural production on smaller farms in terms of the area
of agricultural land in use, to the maintaining of agricultural production on particular small farms that
are predominantly self-reliant (3—-5ha of agricultural land in use) and to the increase in farm sizes and
taking advantage of the economy of scale with the rest of the farms in the direction of bigger farms by the area
of agricultural land in use (above 15 ha of agricultural land in use). The polarisation is a bit more explic-
it with agricultural holdings in the municipality of Skofja Loka.

4 Conclusion

Most of the land in the Skofja Loka region was managed by agricultural holdings in the years 2000 and 2010.
The average area of agricultural holding land (forest, agricultural land and infertile land) in the Skofja Loka
region increased statistically insignificantly; however, the total area of land managed by agricultural hold-
ings decreased, above all due to the decreasing of the area of the land managed by farms in abandonment
(small, mainly self-reliant farms). The number of farms in abandonment and mixed farms decreased; how-
ever, the number of supplementary farms increased. For their survival, forest with wood processing as
a supplementary activity on a farm was important for some supplementary farms between the years 2000
and 2010. The changes were more significant in the area with a more developed industry and better nat-
ural conditions for agricultural production. The number of pure farms is seemingly stable, above all due
to the retirement of pure farmers and farmers with non-agricultural jobs.

Between the years 2000 and 2010, the structural changes in agricultural holdings with different nat-
ural conditions for farming and economic development differ in the direction and the scope of these changes.
In the area with limited chances for agricultural production, the state's support relating to the area of agri-
cultural land in use prevented the overgrowing of agricultural land; moreover, the area of infertile land
decreased and the area of uncultivated agricultural land decreased in both studied areas and including all
socio-economic types. The structural changes which are reflected in the abandonment of farming by
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small-scale farms and in increasing the farming areas with the rest (above all leasing agricultural land in
use) are relatively slower than those of the Slovenian average and more explicit with agricultural holdings
in the area with better natural conditions for farming. We can perceive the polarisation in the growth of
the area of agricultural holdings by the area of agricultural land in use, in two directions: a group of rel-
atively big commercial farms (agricultural land in use above 15 ha) and a group of smaller, mainly self-reliant
farms (agricultural land in use 3-5ha). The increase in the area of agricultural land in use results, above
all, from a bigger area of the leased agricultural land in use with commercial farms; however, the area of
their own agricultural land in use did not increase.
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1 Uvod

V zadnjih dveh desetletjih se raziskave v kmetijstvu tranzicijskih drzav srednje in vzhodne Evrope pogo-
sto navezujejo na zemljiske reforme, politiko in trge kmetijskih zemljis¢ (npr. Csaki in Lerman 2000;
Bojnec 2013). V Slovenji so kmecka gospodarstva najpomembnejsi upravljavci podeZzelske krajine, saj uprav-
ljajo s kar 96 % zemljis¢ (Dernulc s sod. 2002; Razpotnik Viskovi¢ 2011). Njihova vloga na podezelju je
multifunkcionalna in obsega poleg proizvodnje zadostnih koli¢in kakovostne hrane tudi socialno vlogo
(predvsem ohranjanje poseljenosti, kulturne in naravne dedi$¢ine, kakovosti Zivljenja na podezelju in urav-
notezen prostorski razvoj) ter okoljsko vlogo (predvsem varovanje vodnih virov, ohranjanje bioloske
raznovrstnosti in podnebne spremembe) (van Huylenbroeck s sod. 2007). Konkurenénost slovenskega kme-
tijstva je zaradi neugodne velikostne (prevlada majhnih in srednje velikih kmetij), socio-ekonomske in
proizvodne strukture kmetij nizka (Cunder 1997; Vester 2005). Proizvodna struktura je omejena predvsem
zaradi nizkih proizvodnih potencialov na obmo¢jih z omejenimi moznostmi za kmetijsko pridelavo, ki
pokrivajo 85 % ozemlja Slovenije, od tega je nekaj manj kot 72 % hribovsko gorskih obmocij (RS 2009).
Obstanek kmetijske dejavnosti kmeckih gospodarstev na teh obmocjih je povezan z drzavno pomocjo (npr.
Knific in Bojnec 2009, 2010; Slabe-Erker 2005) in daje osnovo za ekonomski razvoj drugih dejavnosti na
podezelju (Flury, Giuliani in Buchli 2008) s so¢asnim usmerjenjem v trajnostne oblike kmetijske pridela-
ve in razvoj dopolnilnih dejavnosti na kmetiji (Bojnec, Jurin¢i¢ in Vodeb 2007; Korosec 2007; Kladnik 1999;
Klemenc¢i¢, Lampi¢ in Poto¢nik Slavi¢ 2009). Slovenija je s pristopom k Evropski Uniji (EU) prevzela nje-
ne politike, od katerih sta z vidika kmetijske dejavnosti najpomembnejsi skupna kmetijska politika in politika
razvoja podezelja. EU je v finan¢ni perspektivi 2007-2013 nekaj manj kot 42 % proracuna EU namenila
pomocem kmetijstvu in njegovi vlogi pri razvoju podezelja (European Parliament 2008). Od ciljev politik
oziroma izvedenih ukrepov je odvisna hitrost in smer sprememb (Happe 2004), vendar vsa kmecka gos-
podarstva ne odreagirajo enako (Wolek 2009). Za ohranitev obdelanosti kmetijske zemlje na marginalnih
obmogjih so uvedene neproizvodno vezane pomoc¢i (Happe 2004; Brady s sod. 2009; Kropp in Whita-
ker 2011).

V okviru tega prispevka predstavimo rezultate analize strukturnih sprememb zemlje v upravljanju kme¢-
kih gospodarstev na Skofjeloskem s poudarkom na ugotavljanju razlik med letoma 2000 (tri leta ped
pristopom Slovenije k EU) in 2010. V letu 2000 so se v Sloveniji uveljavila pravila skupnega trga, drzav-
ne pomoci so bile pretezno vezane na proizvodnjo, priceli so se izvajati ukrepi predpristopne pomoci SAPARD.
Po pristopu Slovenije k EU v letu 2004 pa so se postopoma uveljavila neproizvodno vezana placila.

Analiza je izvedena skozi tri vzorce in pod-vzorce kmeckih gospodarstev, in sicer: za celoten vzorec
kmeckih gospodarstev za $kofjelosko obmodje, znotraj njega po ob¢inah z razli¢nimi naravnimi danost-
mi za kmetijsko pridelavo in gospodarsko razvitostjo ter po socio-ekonomskih tipih kmeckih gospodarstev.
Z raziskavo se osredoto¢imo na:

« Skofjelosko obmodje, natanéneje na obéini Skofja Loka, ki je gospodarsko bolj razvito obmogje z relativno
ugodnej$imi pogoji za kmetijstvo, ker del obmocja obsega Sorsko polje, in

« Gorenja vas—Poljane, ki je gospodarsko slabse razvita z ve¢jo oddaljenostjo do mestnih sredis¢ (lokalni
trgi), s slab$imi pogoji za kmetijsko pridelavo, ki so relativno slabsi za celotno obmocje obcine, ki se nahaja
na obmodju z omejenimi pogoji za kmetijsko pridelavo. Raziskava po obcinah omogoci zaznavo sprememb
in razlik v smeri in obsegu zemlje v upravljanju kmeckih gospodarstev tudi v primeru, ko le-te pri populaciji
celotnega obmoc¢ja ni mogoce zaznati. Nadalje raziskava po socio-ekonomskih tipih kmeckih gospodarstev
omogoci zaznati spremembe in razlike v smeri in obsegu zemlje v upravljanju posameznega socio-eko-
nomskega tipa kmeckih gospodarstev, ki odraza pomen kmetijske dejavnosti kmeckih gospodarstev za
njegovo prezivetje (Kovaci¢ 1996; Frenkel in Rosner 1999; Wolek 2009).

2 Metoda

Kmecka gospodarstva so gospodinjstva s kmetijo, ki izpolnjuje kriterije evropsko primerljive kmetije. V ok-
viru te raziskave dolo¢amo socio-ekonomske tipe kmeckih gospodarstev po Kovaci¢u (1996) s to razliko,
da zaradi zaznave pomena dopolnilne dejavnosti na kmetiji razdelimo mesane in dopolnilne kmetije na
mesane, dopolnilne kmetije ter kmetije v opus¢anju. Podatki o povrsinah zemlje v upravljanju kmeckih
gospodarstev na Skofjeloskem so bili zbrani za populacijo kmeekih gospodarstev v okviru drzavnih statisti¢nih
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popisov kmetijstva vletih 2000 in 2010 (Dernulc s sod. 2002; SURS 2010). Analize razlik aritmeti¢nih sredin
zemlje v upravljanju kmeckih gospodarstev med letoma 2000 in 2010 oziroma med ob&inama oziroma
po socio-ekonomskih tipih kmeckih gospodarstev so izvedene s t-testom in uporabo programa Statisti-
cal Package for the Social Sciences. Sprejemljiva stopnja tveganja znasa 5 %. Pri dolocitvi socio-ekonomskega
tipa populacije kmeckih gospodarstev izhajamo (Kovaci¢ 1996; Udovi¢, Kovaéi¢ in Kramarié 2006) iz zapo-
slitvenega statusa jedra KG. Zemljis¢a v upravljanju kmeckega gospodarstva so vsa zemljii¢a v uporabi,
ki jih ima kmecko gospodarstvo v uporabi in jih delimo na gozd, nerodovitna zemljis¢a in kmetijska zem-
ljis¢a. Kmetijska zemljidca zajemajo kmetijska zemljisca v uporabi, kmetijska zemljisca v zarai¢anju in druga
neobdelana kmetijska zemljis¢a. Kmetijska zemljisca v uporabi obsega lastna in najeta kmetijska zemljisca
v uporabi ter jih delimo na njive in vrtove, sadovnjake, vinograde ter travnike in pasnike (Dernulc s sod. 2002).

3 Rezultati

Na Skofjeloskem se je v obdobju 2000-2010 stevilo kmeckih gospodarstev zmanj$alo za 7 %, kar je dva-
krat manj od povprecja za kmecka gospodarstva v Republiki Sloveniji (-14 %; Kutin Slatnar s sod. 2012)
oziroma za ve¢ kot trikrat manj od povpre¢ja EU-27 (~19,8 %, brez Malte in za obdobje 2003-2010 (Eu-
rostat 2011). Zmanjsanje Stevila kmeckih gospodarstev je bilo med leti 2000 in 2010 pri obéinah Skofja
Loka (-9 %) in Gorenja vas-Poljane (-5 %) razli¢no. Stevilo komercialnih kmetij (Ciste, me$ane in dopol-
nilne kmetije) se je v obcini Skofja Loka nekoliko povecalo (+4 %), v obéini Gorenja vas-Poljane pa zmanjalo
(~4%). Povecalo se je Stevilo dopolnilnih kmetij, zmanjsalo pa §tevilo mesanih kmetij in kmetij v opus-
¢anju (preglednica 1). Kmetije v opuscanju so izstopale iz sektorja dvakrat hitreje na obmod¢ju obéine Skofja
Loka kot na obmocju ob¢ine Gorenja vas-Poljane.

Vetina zemlje na Skofjeloskem je v upravljanju kmeckih gospodarstev. V letu 2000 so kmecka gospo-
darstva na Skofjeloskem razpolagala s 69 % povrsine ozemlja obéin Skofja Loka in Gorenja vas-Poljane,
vletu 2010 pa 66 %. Povprecna povrdina zemljis¢ v upravljanju kmeckih gospodarstev je bila 19,2 ha zem-
ljis¢, od tega je bilo nekaj nad 61 % gozda (12 ha), 38 % kmetijskih zemljis¢ (7,31 ha) in 0,9 % (0,17 ha)
nerodovitnih kmetijskih zemljis¢. Med leti 2000 in 2010 se je povrsina nerodovitnih zemljis¢ statisti¢no
znacilno zmanjsala pri populacij kmeckih gospodarstev, pri kmeckih gospodarstvih po ob¢inah in pri vseh
socio-ekonomskih tipih, razen pri mesanih kmetijah.

3.1 Povrsina gozda v upravljanju kmeckih gospodarstev

Leta 2010 so kmecka gospodarstva KG razpolagala z 122 km? gozda, v letu 2000 pa z nekaj nad 3 % manj.
Povprecna povr$ina gozda na kmecko gospodarstvo je bila vletu 2010, primerjalno z letom 2000, statisti¢-
no znacilno vecja pri dopolnilnih kmetijah, medtem ko se je pri ¢istih in meganih kmetijah in kmetijah
v opusc¢anju zmanjsala (preglednica 1).

3.2 Kmetijska zemljisca

Kmecka gospodarstva so vletu 2000 v povpre¢ju razpolagala z nekaj manj kot 7,2 ha kmetijskih zemljis¢,
kar je za petino ve¢ od povpre¢ne vrednosti kmeckih gospodarstev v Sloveniji (5,9 ha; Dernulc s sod. 2002).
Skupna povrsina kmetijska zemlji§¢a v uporabi se je pri kmeckih gospodarstvih na Skofjeloskem med leti 2000
in 2010 zmanjSala za 7 % predvsem zaradi zmanj$anja povrsin v upravljanju kmetij v opuséanju in osta-
relih kmetijah (-657 ha), medtem ko se je pri komercialnih kmetijah povecala (+289 ha). Povpre¢na povréina
kmetijskih zemljis¢ kmeckega gospodarstva se je statisti¢no znacilno povecala le pri kmeckih gospodars-
tvih iz obcine Skofja Loka, in sicer predvsem na ra¢un opuséanja kmetijske pridelave pri kmetijah v opuscanju
(opustitev kmetijske pridelave) in zmanj$anja povrsine pri ostarelih kmetijah (preglednica 2).

Kmetijska zemljica v zara$¢anju so v letu 2000 obsegala 6,8 % vseh kmetijskih zemljis¢ v upravljanju
kmeckih gospodarstev oziroma 0,45 ha na kmecko gospodarstvo, kar je za 1,3-krat manj od slovenskega
povprecja (Dernulc s sod. 2002), v letu 2010 pa se je njihova povprecna povrsina skoraj prepolovila. Pov-
precna povrsina kmetijske zemlje v zaracanju se je statisti¢no znacilno zmanjsala pri kmeckih gospodarstvih
iz obcine Gorenja vas-Poljane, pri mesanih in dopolnilnih kmetijah ter ostarelih kmetijah (preglednica 2).
Rezultat pripisujemo predvsem drzavnim pomoéem vezanim na enoto povrsine.
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Kristina Knific, Stefan Bojnec, Spremembe v strukturi uporabe zemljis¢ na kmeckih gospodarstvih na hribovitih podezelskih ...

Povrsina nerodovitnih zemljis¢ v upravljanju kmeckih gospodarstev je bila v letu 2010, primerjalno
z letom 2000, manjsa pri populacij kmeckih gospodarstev, pri kmeckih gospodarstvih po ob¢inah in po
socio-ekonomskih tipih, razen pri mesanih kmetijah (preglednica 2).

Povprecna povrsina kmetijskega zemljis¢a v uporabi je vletu 2000 znagala 6,7 ha/KG, kar je za nekaj
ve¢ kot 13 % vec od slovenskega povpre¢ja (5,9 ha; Dernulc s sod. 2002). Med leti 2000 in 2010 se je pov-
precna povrsina KZU statisticno znacilno povecala za desetino pri kmeckih gospodarstvih iz ob¢ine
Skofja Loka, predvsem na ra¢un opus¢anja kmetijske pridelave pri kmetijah v opuséanju in zmanjsa-
nja povrine kmetijskega zemljis¢a v uporabi pri ostarelih kmetijah in kmetijah v opugéanju (pregled-
nica 3). Vecja povprecna povr$ina najetega kmetijskega zemljis¢a v uporabi v letu 2010, primerjalno
zletom 2000, pri populaciji kmeckih gospodarstev izhaja predvsem iz ve¢je povr$ine najetih kmetijskih
zemljis¢ v uporabi pri kmeckih gospodarstvih iz ob¢ine Skofja Loka oziroma veéje povrsine najetih kmetij-
skih zemljis¢ v uporabi komercialnih kmetij, medtem ko se je povpreéna najeta povriina kmetijskih
zemljis¢ v uporabi zmanjsala pri nekomercialnih kmetijah (preglednica 3). Kmecka gospodarstva iz
obcine Skofja Loka so razpolagala s skoraj 6-krat vecjo povr$ino njiv (1,8 ha/kmeckih gospodarstvo),
kmeckih gospodarstev iz ob¢ine Gorenja vas-Poljane pa z etrtino ve¢jo povrsino trajnih travnikov in
pasnikov.

Med letoma 2000 in 2010 so pri kmeckih gospodarstvih nastale tudi spremembe v povrsini kmetij-
skih zemljiS¢ v uporabi po razredih kmetijskih zemlji$¢ v uporabi v smeri polarizacije rasti velikosti kme&kih
gospodarstev po povrsini kmetijskih zemljis¢ v uporabi, in sicer v dve smeri: skupina relativno velikih komer-
cialnih kmetij (kmetijska zemlji$¢a v uporabi nad 15 ha) in skupina manjsih kmetij (kmetijska zemljis¢a
v uporabi 3-5ha). Razloge za navedeno pripisujemo poleg opuscanja kmetijske pridelave pri manjsih kmetijah
po povrsini kmetijskih zemljis¢ v uporabi tudi relativnemu ohranjanju kmetijske pridelave pri posamez-
nih malih kmetijah, ki so pretezno samooskrbne (3-5ha kmetijskih zemljis¢ v uporabi) in povecevanju
velikosti kmetije in kori§cenju ekonomije obsega pri preostalih kmetijah v smeri ve¢jih kmetij po povr-
$ini kmetijskih zemlji$¢ v uporabi (nad 15ha kmetijskih zemljis¢ v uporabi). Polarizacija je nekoliko izrazitejsa
pri kmeckih gospodarstvih iz ob¢ine Skofja Loka.

4 Sklep

Vecino kmetijskih zemljis¢ na Skofjeloskem so v letih 2000 in 2010 v upravljala kmetijska gospodarstva.
Povprecna povrsina zemlje (gozd, kmetijska zemlja in nerodovitna zemlji$¢a) kmeckega gospodarstva na
Skofjeloskem se je statisti¢no neznacilno povecala, medtem ko se je skupna povrsina zemlje u upravlja-
nju kmeckih gospodarstev zmanjgala, predvsem na ratun zmanjanja povriine zemlje v upravljanju kmetij
v opuscanju (manje, pretezno samooskrbne kmetije). Stevilo kmetij v opuséanju in mesanih kmetij se je
zmanjsalo, povecalo se je $tevilo dopolnilnih kmetij. Za prezivetje dela dopolnilnih kmetij je med leti 2000
in 2010 pomemben tudi gozd s predelavo lesa v okviru dopolnilne dejavnosti na kmetiji. Spremembe so
bile izrazitej$e na obmocju z bolj razvito industrijo in bolj$imi naravnimi danostmi za kmetijsko prede-
lavo. Stevilo ¢istih kmetij se navidezno ohranja predvsem zaradi upokojevanja gospodarjev &istih kmetov,
kot tudi tistih z nekmetijskimi zaposlitvami.

Strukturne spremembe med leti 2000 in 2010 se pri kmeckih gospodarstvih med obmo¢jema z raz-
li¢cnimi naravnimi danostmi za kmetijsko pridelavo in gospodarsko razvitostjo razlikujejo v smeri in
obsegu sprememb. Na obmoéju z omejenimi moznostmi za kmetijsko pridelavo so drzavne pomo¢i veza-
ne na povrsino kmetijskega zemljis¢a v uporabi preprecile zaras¢anje kmetijske zemlje, zmanjsala se je tudi
povrsina nerodovitnih zemljis¢, medtem ko se je povrsina neobdelanih kmetijskih zemlji$¢ zmanjsala
na obeh obmodjih in pri vseh socio-ekonomskih tipih. Strukturne spremembe, ki se odrazajo z opus-
canjem kmetijske pridelave pri manjsih kmetijah in pove¢evanju povrsin pri preostalih (predvsem najem
kmetijskih zemlji$¢a v uporabi) so relativno pocasnejse od slovenskega povpredja in izrazitejse pri kmec-
kih gospodarstvih na obmodju z bolj$imi naravnimi danostmi za kmetijsko pridelavo. Opazna je smer
polarizacije rasti velikosti kmeckih gospodarstev po povrsini kmetijskih zemljis¢ v uporabi, in sicer v dveh
smereh: skupina relativno velikih komercialnih kmetij (kmetijska zemlji§¢a v uporabi nad 15 ha) in sku-
pina manjsih, pretezno samooskrbnih kmetij (kmetijska zemljis¢a v uporabi 3-5 ha). Rast povrsine kme-
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tijskih zemlji$¢ v uporabi izvira predvsem iz vecjega obsega najetih kmetijskih zemljis¢ v uporabi pri
komercialnih kmetijah, medtem ko se povr$ina njihove lastnih kmetijskih zemlji$¢ v uporabi ni pove-
cala.

5 Literatura
Glej angleski del prispevka.
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